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October 17, 2016





Dear Boulder County Planning Board and Staff,



As someone who lives in unincorporated Boulder County, I expect to be profoundly impacted by the regulations you are considering.  Above all, I urge you to keep in mind the negative impacts that come with industrial oil and gas development and fracking: health risks,[footnoteRef:1] air pollution, contamination of the ground and water, the potential for fires and explosions, increased radioactivity, odors, noise, light pollutions, and of  course, the impact of methane on the climate.  There is also a long-term threat to local economies in mineral-rich sacrifice zones; after industry leaves, regions with boom/bust extractive industries are worse off than their neighbors.  [1:  New articles are being published continuously, with numerous articles on asthma recently (e.g. http://www.parentherald.com/articles/55516/20160719/fracking-worsens-asthma-exposure-pollution-stress-increase-children-adults-need.htm).  Consult http://psehealthyenergy.org/ and http://www.psr.org/assets/pdfs/fracking-compendium.pdf. ] 




State regulations are truly inadequate,[footnoteRef:2] and these regulations will not truly protect the environment or the health and safety of Boulder County residents either.  However, you must still do whatever you can to minimize the impacts. [2:  For setbacks alone, see 50% of experts agreed that 1-1¼ mile is a minimum setback distance - http://www.environmentalhealthproject.org/.  There is also a study on the respiratory health of children and infants - "We recommend that at a minimum, one-mile setbacks should be established between drilling facilities and occupied dwellings where infants and children might spend a substantial amount of time."
http://ecowatch.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/fracking_study.pdf (p 12)] 




I commend the staff for its work on these draft regulations.  However, there are a few additional items to consider. 



Detailed Comments



1. Re 12-100, Purpose: To the list of concerns in lines 4 and 5, add soil contamination and loss of agricultural land.

2. Re 12-400 A.2. Community Engagement and 12-400 C Special Review Process  regarding notices and meetings:  The regulations require notice to and input from the Parks and Open Space Advisory Committee.  I suggest that the same be afforded to the school boards in Boulder County.  This may be especially relevant for Heatherwood and Douglas Elementary Schools.  Where pertinent, water agencies and special districts should also be noticed.

While anecdotal, Erie residents claim that they do not receive pertinent notices.  We should expect the same in the county.

3. Re 12-400, A.3. Surface Use Agreements: I would leave out “…encourages such agreements but…” and stick to “The County recommends that they not be finalized…”

4. Re 12-400, E. Applicant Neighborhood Meeting: I suggest that the time of day also be convenient for the public.  In addition, the applicant is supposed to provide a summary of the comments and agreed upon mitigation measures.  Is the applicant allowed to choose which comments are on the record?  Does this mean that some pertinent comments could essentially go into a black hole?

5. Re 12-400, J. Consultant Review: Why is the applicant given the opportunity to provide input concerning consultant selection and the scope of work? That is the County’s job, to represent the best interests of the residents.

6. Re 12-500, first paragraph on Application Submittal Requirements: Submittal requirements may be waived or modify submission requirements if the usefulness of the information is outweighed by the hardship placed on the Applicant in providing the information.  I would remove this.  The protection of the public outweighs all else, and if the Applicant can’t provide needed information, then the project shouldn’t go forward.

7. Re 12-500, B. Ownership: Require that mineral rights ownership is “perfected.” If there is any way to avoid forced pooling, the County should pursue it.

8. Re 12-500, Application Submittal Requirements, add section between B and C,:  Bankruptcies and abandonment of wells are a real risk with companies in this debt-ridden industry.  The regulations seem to assume that the applicant will still be available to plug a well.  In fact, as companies go bankrupt or out of business, there are numerous orphaned wells throughout the continent – Wyoming, Texas, North Dakota, Oklahoma, etc. [footnoteRef:3]  The bonds put up by companies are nowhere near the costs required to clean up and plug these hazardous well, and the considerable costs fall on the taxpayer.  An operator should be liable for these costs.  At minimum, the County should require that applicants provide documents proving solid financial health with the application submission.  The “letter of credit” for site improvements mentioned on page A-16 is not good enough. [3:  http://www.dailyranger.com/story.php?story_id=23587&headline=oil-slump-leaves-wyoming-other-states-in-trouble-on-orphan-wells] 


9. Re 12-500, H. Proximity of Other Wells and Other Oil and Gas Operations: If there is an “orphaned” well within one mile, it should be shut in.

10. Re 12-500, I.12. and L.2 Existing and Proposed Lines and Emergency Preparedness Plan: The draft regulations frequently mention pipelines and gathering lines, and while they are addressed specifically on page A-31 for a special review hearing, there is information that should be required with the application.  Most, if not all, of the pipelines and gathering lines will eventually spill and leak, and siting must be based on public safety.  Current lines should be identified as to age, location, diameter, wall thickness, typical and maximum operating pressures, what they carry, and depth of cover.  Application submissions for new lines should require the same information, along with an estimated worst case spill volume in the area of the development.  

11. Re 12-500, after K. Air Quality Plan, add new section: Odor mitigation.  An odor isn’t just unpleasant, but can indicate something dangerous. Prevailing winds really do need to be considered in siting, and notification should be given to residents for certain well operations, such as scrubbing or snubbing.  A woman named Terri in Windsor wrote to me, and I quote, “No one tells you that the oil and gas industry has to scrub and snub their wells all the time. When they do this, they open the hatches, and the VOC’s are going everywhere. I was over a mile away, and the COGCC couldn’t believe how far the gases had traveled.”

12. Re 12-500, L.3. Emergency Preparedness Plan: Who will identify the pre-identified trigger levels that govern an emergency?  The recent release at the Suncor Plant comes to mind. The CDPHE still hasn’t determined if the release was toxic to human health.

13. Re 12-500, L.6. Emergency Preparedness Plan: Does Boulder County have identified hydrogen sulfide zones?  Apparently, Colorado lacks an hydrogen sulfide standard.  Windsor residents claim they can smell it near oil and gas operations, and it has been documented on the Western Slope and in Weld County.

14. Re 12-500, Application Submittal Requirements, add section after M. Land Disturbance Mitigation Plan:  Fracking and oil and gas development is now associated with radioactivity waste. These regulations should require baseline testing, appropriate monitoring to determine the radioactivity of the waste material from the well and surrounding soils, and plans for disposal, including a timeline for the disposal of radioactive waste.

15. Re 12-500, O.3., Transportation Plan: The operator/applicant is required to submit information on maintenance practices on proposed routes, but it doesn’t say who is responsible for maintenance.  The County?  In addition, the County’s fugitive dust regulations should not allow the use of frack fluids in dust suppression.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  http://miniplanet.us/the-fracking-industrys-answer-to-toxic-wastewater-spray-it-on-public-roadways/] 


16. Re 12-500, Q.1., Transportation Plan: This section seems to encourage the use of pipelines when, in fact, pipelines come with their own set of problems.[footnoteRef:5]   They leak and spill. [5:  https://www.fractracker.org/2013/04/us-pipelines-average-incidents-are-a-daily-occurrence/] 


17. Re 12-500, X. Surrounding Land Uses Mitigation Plan: Surrounding land uses should include residential use, and mitigation should include the nuisance factors of noise and bright lighting.  Residences should be shielded.

18. Re 12-600, P. Special Review Standards, Wetlands Protection: With the level of spills and leaks, degradation to wetlands will happen.  To the extent possible, require special mitigation.

19. Re 12-700, H, Conditions of Approval, Exhaust: Are trucks included in this standard?

20. Re 12-700, J, Conditions of Approval, Flares: It is criminal that flaring is allowed at all and should be minimized. Flaring is, after all, “waste of the resource” and C.R.S. 34-60-102(1)(a)(II) says that it is in the public interest to “protect the public and private interests against waste in the production and utilization of oil and gas;”  

21. Re 12-600, O., Conditions of Approval, Noise: Have you asked for noise mitigation?  See comment under 12-500, X.

22. Re 12-600, Q, Conditions of Approval, Performance Guarantee: A letter of credit is not good enough. Indications of financial stability should be required.  In addition, these operations are frequently sold or traded.  There should be some guarantee that new owners also meet performance requirements.

23. Re 12-700, V., Conditions of Approval, Spills and Leaks: Can the County set additional clean-up requirements beyond state and federal law?

24. Re 12-700, Y., Conditions of Approval, Transportation Fees: Are fees based on the projected usage?

25. Re 12-700, CC, Conditions of Approval, Vehicle Tracking Control Practices: Will this include possible discharge of frack fluids on roads?

26. Re 12-700, FF, Conditions of Approval, Well Abandonment: I assume that the County understands that wells are often abandoned without being plugged.[footnoteRef:6]   [6:  http://www.wsj.com/articles/how-orphan-wells-leave-states-holding-the-cleanup-bag-1424921403] 


27. Re 12-701, A., Potential Site Specific Mitigation Measures, Air Quality: You may already have this reference, but just in case you don’t, the following articles comes from the Four Corners Air Quality Task Force, https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=3&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjPjdGt8NHPAhXr64MKHehkDB4QFgguMAI&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.env.nm.gov%2Faqb%2F4C%2FDocs%2F4CAQTF_Draft_Report_vers_7_OilGasExpProd.doc&usg=AFQjCNGKVTpUAmEsvyKU7Tsd7JNNb4HRIw&bvm=bv.135258522,d.amc.

28. Re 12-701, B.2., Potential Site Specific Mitigation Measures, Water Well Sampling: Why is the distance ¼ mile used? Water contamination has been found ½ mile away.[footnoteRef:7] [7:  Stephen G. Osborna, Avner Vengoshb, Nathaniel R. Warnerb, and Robert B. Jacksona, "Methane contamination of drinking water accompanying gas-well drilling and hydraulic fracturing," PNAS, April 14, 2011.] 


29. Re 12-701, B.6, Potential Site Specific Mitigation Measures, Water Well Sampling, Resolution and mitigation: I didn’t see the replacement of water sources mentioned.

30. Re 12-701, between B and C, Potential Site Specific Mitigation Measures, add Radioactivity Sampling: Now that fracking and oil and gas development are associated with radioactivity waste baseline measurements should be taken to determine the radioactivity of the waste material from the well and surrounding soils.

31. Re 12-701, C.3., Potential Site Specific Mitigation Measures, Land Disturbance, Disruption: I applaud the inclusion of reasonable disruption payments on page A-22.  This reminds me of the Porter Ranch leak in California earlier this year.  I suggest, however, that 60 days might be too long and that health emergencies and major leaks should be included in reasonable disruption payments.  Also, there should be some allowance in the case that livestock is impacted.

Ideally, with the connection between asthma and oil and gas development, there should be payments for treatment of childhood asthma that develops during the operational phases.

32. Re 12-900, B., Procedures Following Approval of a Special Review Application, Effect: It states that “the Applicant shall be entitled to have processed any necessary building….”  The use of “any” in this sentence is overreach, too broad.

33. Re Amendments to Article 4-514, E., Gas and/or Hazardous Liquid Pipelines: Pipelines and gathering lines deteriorate with time and spill and leak, and if not adequately addressed, then the regulations aren’t the best they can be.  While there are different jurisdictions involved, there is definitely a role for the County.

Apparently, a pipeline can be located a mere 50’ from a home.  However, there are formulas that calculate a safe distance based on the items I mentioned previously: age, location, diameter, wall thickness, typical and maximum operating pressures, what they carry, and depth of cover.[footnoteRef:8]   [8:  There are likely more recent articles: https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjwxa-q1-HPAhUI6oMKHa2YA_sQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fpstrust.org%2Fdocs%2Fops_doc1.pdf&usg=AFQjCNGikBit-ytXf9xL9wF1jSCziZJo6Q] 


Eminent domain should not be used for pipelines



Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment.



Sincerely,



Tricia Olson

7446 Park Pl

Boulder, CO 80301

olynmawr@msn.com
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INTRODUCED BY:     
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THORNTON CITY CODE SECTION 38-523 OF THE 
LOCAL AMENDMENTS TO THE 2010 EDITION OF THE MODEL TRAFFIC CODE 
FOR COLORADO MUNICIPALITIES PERTAINING TO THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF 
THE OFFICE OF THE TRAFFIC ENGINEER. 
 
 WHEREAS, the City has adopted local amendments to the 2010 Edition of the 
Model Traffic Code for Colorado Municipalities ("MTC") in Section 38-523 of the Thornton 
City Code (“Code”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, such local amendments created the office of the Traffic Engineer in 
Section 113 of the MTC and established the duties and responsibilities for the Traffic 
Engineer in Section 113.5 of the MTC; and 
 
 WHEREAS, an oil and gas operator authorized to do business within or who is 
operating outside the City is required to obtain an Access Road Permit issued by the 
Traffic Engineer, for the use of public streets and roadways within the City in connection 
with the oil and gas operation; and 
 
 WHEREAS, oil and gas operations are unique in that heavy truck traffic for 
various phases of the business is a necessary and integral part of the oil and gas 
operations for the duration of the business.  Consequently, the impact on the use of the 
City's public streets and roadways is disproportionately intense relative to the impact of 
other businesses using the City's public streets and roadways. 
 
 WHEREAS, use of such public streets and roadways by oil and gas operations 
adversely impacts the useful life of these public streets and roadways, and significantly 
impacts traffic patterns by the volume of oil and gas facility truck traffic, thereby 
complicating the City's regulatory efforts to manage impacts to and traffic flow on public 
streets and roadways; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in 2008, Rio Blanco County, Colorado, funded a traffic study 
addressing the roadway impacts caused by new development, including oil and gas 
development in the County, and the regulatory mechanisms by which those new 
developments could be required to pay their fair share of improvements.  The study 
concluded that the increased traffic impacts related to oil and gas operations generated 
a need for increased capacity of roads, road improvements, and additional road 
maintenance, and consequently that the imposition of an impact fee on all oil and gas 
operations to pay for such traffic improvements and maintenance was an appropriate 
means to recoup government expenses associated with such development; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County of Boulder similarly funded an oil and gas road impact 
study in 2013 to understand the potential impacts of oil and gas operations and 
production on the County’s roadways and to design a road deterioration safety fee to 
offset costs associated with the oil and gas truck traffic, and concluded that oil and gas 
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roadway impact fees were an appropriate means to recoup the expenses incurred by 
the County associated with the adverse traffic impact created by such development, and 
thereafter developed a system for imposing and collecting transportation impact fees for 
all oil and gas facilities operating in the County; and  
  
 WHEREAS, the City funded a similar oil and gas road impact fee study, 
conducted by BBC Consulting and Research presented to the Thornton City Council in 
July, 2016 and which confirmed that truck traffic associated with oil and gas drilling and 
production can significantly impact local road systems.  The study found, based on 
historical well drilling activity inventoried by the Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation 
Commission and current geographical distribution of oil and gas development that, while 
the City's costs associated with road damage vary based upon the development, an oil 
and gas road impact fee can be imposed in amounts calculated to isolate the oil and 
gas damage to City roads and allow the City to recoup associated maintenance or 
repair costs; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Recommendation #37 of the Colorado Oil and Gas Task Force Final 
Report recognizes that “[t]There is uniform agreement that one of the most serious 
impacts of oil and gas activity involves the use of large trucks and trailers.”  The Task 
Force Final Report concluded that the issue was serious enough to merit “special 
attention, study and action” such as the Rio Blanco County and Boulder County impact 
fee studies; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City is experiencing an increase in oil and gas operations within 
the City and in the surrounding areas that impact City streets and roadways, and the 
applicable taxes and other revenue generated from oil and gas operations do not 
generate sufficient funds to cover the cost to the City, to provide the necessary capital 
facilities and safety improvements, to accommodate and address the added impacts of 
oil and gas operations on transportation system management and use of the City's 
streets and roadways; and 
 
 WHEREAS, without a mechanism requiring an oil and gas operation to a pay 
their reasonable, fair, and equitable share of the costs incurred by the City for capital 
improvements and safety improvements made necessary by the impacts to streets and 
roadways caused by oil and gas operations in and surrounding the City, such streets 
and roadways will degrade making transportation inefficient, inconvenient, and less 
safe; and 
 
 WHEREAS, without imposing a fee, City taxpayers will bear the financial costs 
and suffer the consequences of impacts to public streets and roadways caused by oil 
and gas operations, through the delay or postponement of current or future capital 
investments elsewhere in the City's transportation system; and  
 
 WHEREAS, oil and gas operators should pay their reasonable, fair, and 
equitable share of the costs incurred by the City, associated with ensuring the public 
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roads are kept and maintained in a safe condition given the impacts caused by oil and 
gas operations; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Colorado law recognizes the authority of local governments to 
impose fees to defray the expenses associated with the provision of governmental 
services and anticipated future demand for such services; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the office of the Traffic Engineer was established to deal with and 
issue oversized and overweight truck permits for use of City streets and roadways and 
now the Traffic Engineer’s authority needs to be amended to authorize and direct the 
Traffic Engineer to require and issue access road permits for oil and gas operations 
within the City and in surrounding areas that uses City streets and roadways and 
authorize the Traffic Engineer to impose an applicable fee for oversized and overweight 
truck permits and access road permits; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Traffic Engineer should be authorized to enforce and establish 
standards for calculation of a fee rationally related to the need for street and roadway 
improvements and maintenance caused by the use of such City streets and roadways 
by oil and gas operations, which fee is to be recommended to City Council for adoption.  
Such fee is intended to timely and properly address related safety concerns, as traffic 
regulations provide a mechanism for allocating to such oil and gas operations their fair 
share of the costs of maintaining and improving the streets and roadways within the City 
that are directly impacted by oil and gas operations. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF THORNTON, COLORADO, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
1. Section 38-523, Local Amendments to the Model Traffic Code, Section 113 is 


hereby amended by addition of the words double-underlined and the deletion of 
the words stricken to read as follows: 


 
Sec. 523-113.  Office of the Traffic Engineer. 
 


(1) The office of the Traffic Engineer is hereby established. The Traffic 
Engineer shall have the authority to exercise the powers and duties 
provided in this Code and as may be referred to in the Thornton Municipal 
Code.  Such authority shall specifically include the power to issue all types 
of permits or authorizations associated with the use of public streets and 
roadways by any business impacting such public streets and roadways and 
to establish and impose applicable fees for such use of public streets and 
roadways pursuant to applicable provisions of this Code and the Thornton 
Municipal Code. 


 
2. Section 38-523 Local Amendments to the Model Traffic Code, Section 113.5 is 


hereby amended by enactment of a new subsection 113.5(5) with the present 
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subsection (5) and the current subsections (6), (7) and (8) renumbered 
accordingly, to read as follows: 


 
113.5.  Duties and Powers of Traffic Engineer or other designated traffic official. 
 


(5) The Traffic Engineer, or designee, shall have the authority to and 
responsibility for establishing standards and procedures for the issuance 
of any type of permits and to establish and collect applicable fees, as fees 
are approved by City Council, related to the use of and impact on the 
City's public streets and roadways by all types of traffic and including any 
type of truck traffic in connection with the development, construction, 
operation, and maintenance of oil and gas facilities, whether such facilities 
are within the City or are outside the City limits, but intend to use or have 
used City streets and roadways in connection with the above described oil 
and gas operations.  The Traffic Engineer shall also have the authority 
and responsibility to establish the process for imposition and collection of 
any applicable fees associated with the issuance of any permits allowing 
the use of public streets or roadways. 


 
a. Permit requirements.  Any type of oil and gas operation, whether 


located within the City or located outside the City limits, which 
intends to use the public streets and roadways within the City in 
any way and in connection with said oil and gas operation, shall be 
required to obtain, in addition to any other applicable license or 
permit of general applicability, an Access Road Permit (“Permit”) 
upon application to the Traffic Engineer.  The following documents 
and information shall accompany all Permit applications, which 
application form shall be established by the Traffic Engineer: 


 
(1) Payment of the applicable Permit fee in an amount as set forth 


by resolution of the Thornton City Council; 
 


(2) A copy of the complete Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation 
Commission (herein after "COGCC") application, Form 2 or 2A, 
and any accompanying exhibits. 
 


(3) A copy of the COGCC approvals for the oil and gas operation. 
 


(4) A traffic management plan, for those oil and gas operations 
located outside the City, that intend to use the City's public 
streets and roadways, identifying the projected number of all 
types of vehicles that will be used in connection with the 
operations and anticipated frequency of use for the various 
types of vehicles; excluding personal vehicles and personnel 
passenger trucks of employees and guests and excluding 
personal passenger trucks. 
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(5) Route preferences, which shall be specific as to preferred 


routes, including estimated time of day for travel and projected 
volume of traffic for all types of traffic.  Such route preferences 
must be approved for all types of motor vehicles, with the 
exception of personal vehicles of employees or guests, which 
are used in the development, construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the oil and gas development operations. 
 


(6) No Permit shall be issued until a complete application is 
received, completeness to be determined by the Traffic 
Engineer. 
 


(7) No oil and gas operation Development Permit will be approved 
until a Permit, as required by this Section 113.5, has been 
issued. 


(b) Fee established:  An Access Road Fee (“Fee”) is hereby authorized 
to be imposed and collected by the Traffic Engineer that is intended 
to recoup roadway expenses that may be incurred by the City and 
are associated with the operation of oil and gas operation within the 
City that use public streets and roadways.  The Fee shall be 
imposed and collected by the Traffic Engineer in an amount as set 
forth by resolution of the Thornton City Council. 


 
(c) Methodology for determination of applicable Fee:  In evaluating the 


appropriateness of imposing a Fee, the Traffic Engineer shall 
consider the following factors and methods used for calculating the 
amount of the Fee:  


 
(1) The recommendations contained in the Thornton Oil and Gas 


Impact Fee Study conducted by Felsburg, Holt & Ullevig, and 
BCC Research & Consulting. 
 


(2) Traffic safety management modifications that may be necessary 
with respect to the routes proposed relative to the operational 
needs of vehicular traffic as set forth in the applicant’s Permit, to 
include: 


 
(a) City streets or roadways designations relative to the 


composition of such streets or roadways designated in the 
route preferences, and the degradation of such streets and 
roadways requiring enhanced maintenance, and the need to 
upgrade for multi-modal safety concerns as a result of the 
proposed routes for vehicular traffic as set forth in the 
applicant’s Permit; and 
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(b) The anticipated volume of all categories of traffic both initially 
and as build out for such traffic necessitated by the oil and 
gas operation as more particularly described in the 
applicant’s Permit; and 


 
(c) Types of vehicles, including specifically the identification of 


the number of single axle and multi-axle vehicles used for all 
aspects of the oil and gas operation, and use of any of the 
vehicles as particularly identified in the applicant’s Permit. 


 
 


(3) The Fee to be imposed is based on the following method: 
 


(a) A one time Fee shall be imposed as follows: 
 


i. For each and every type of well located within the 
site of an oil and gas operation, that is using or 
proposes to use the City's streets and roadways, a 
per operating well Fee will be imposed; for any 
capped well the Fee will be imposed when and if 
the capped well becomes operational; and 
 


ii. For each well pad located within the site of an oil 
and gas operation, that is using or proposes to use 
the City's streets and roadways, a per well pad 
Fee will be imposed; and 


 
iii. The amount of the Fee will be set forth by 


Resolution of the Thornton City Council. 


(4)  The Fee imposed may be based on an alternative method as 
follows: 
 


(a) The Fee imposed for each oil and gas operation may be 
calculated using an Equivalent Single Axle Load ("ESAL") 
method as follows: 
 


i. An oil and gas operator may perform a traffic study to 
provide evidence quantifying the number of ESAL's 
the oil and gas operation is expected to generate 
relative to the designated routes approved by the 
Access Road Permit over the entire affected 
distances traveled. 
 


ii. The City Traffic Engineer must approve the results of 
the independent traffic study and the calculations for 
an ESAL type Fee amount proposed, based on a 12 
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foot average traffic lane, and thereby allow the 
calculated amount for the ESAL based Fee. 


 
iii. The oil and gas operation may also agree to use the 


City's calculated ESAL fee based upon the study 
conducted by BCC Research and Consulting, which 
established a weighted average Fee amount per each 
ESAL lane-mile for a 12 foot average traffic lane 
alternative. 


 
iv. The amount of the City's ESAL Fee for an oil and gas 


operation ESAL Fee will be set forth by resolution of 
the Thornton City Council. 


 
(5) It shall be unlawful to allow or permit a vehicle, subject to a Fee 


imposed by this Section 113.5, of any type associated with oil and 
gas operations to use the public street or roadway within the City 
without first obtaining a Road Access Permit and remitting to the 
City all applicable Fees. 


 
3. Section 38-523 Local Amendments to the Model Traffic Code, Section 510 is 


hereby amended by amendments to Subsections 510(8) and (9)(b) by addition of 
the words double-underlined and the deletion of the words stricken to read as 
follows: 
 


(8) This local authority may require an oversized and/or overweight 
vehicle permit ("Permit") fee, in addition to, but not to exceed, the amounts 
required in Section 42-4-510(11), C.R.S., as provided by ordinance or 
resolution; and, in the case of a Permit under Section 42-4-510(11)(a)(IV), 
C.R.S., the amount of the fee shall not exceed the actual cost of the 
extraordinary action. 
 
(9) (a) Any person holding a Permit issued pursuant to this section 
or any person operating a vehicle pursuant to such Permit who violates 
any provision of this section, any ordinance or resolution of this local 
government, or any standards or rules or regulations promulgated 
pursuant to Section 42-4-510, C.R.S., by the Colorado Department of 
Transportation except the provisions of Section 42-4-510(2)(b)(IV), C.R.S., 
commits a traffic offense. 
 


(b) This local authority with regard to any issued Permit may, 
refuse to issue any Permit authorized by this section if the holder of the 
Permit has been found to have violated the provisions of this section, any 
ordinance or resolution of this local government, or any standards or rules 
or regulations promulgated pursuant to this section. 
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4. If any portion of this ordinance is held to be unconstitutional or invalid for any 
reason, such decision shall not affect the constitutionality or validity of the 
remaining portions of this ordinance.  City Council hereby declares that it would 
have passed this ordinance and each part hereof irrespective of the fact that any 
one part be declared unconstitutional or invalid. 


 
5. All other ordinances or portions thereof inconsistent or conflicting with this 


ordinance or any portions hereof are hereby repealed to the extent of such 
inconsistency or conflict. 


 
6. The repeal or amendment of any provision of the Code by this ordinance shall 


not release, extinguish, alter, modify, or change in whole or in part any penalty, 
forfeiture, or liability, either civil or criminal, which shall have been incurred under 
such provision, and each provision shall be treated and held as still remaining in 
force for the purpose of sustaining any and all proper actions, suits, proceedings, 
and prosecutions for the enforcement of the penalty, forfeiture, or liability, as well 
as for the purpose of sustaining any judgment, decree, or order which can or may 
be rendered, entered, or made in such actions, suits, proceedings, or 
prosecutions. 


 
7. This ordinance shall take effect upon final passage. 
 







 


 


 INTRODUCED, READ, PASSED on first reading, ordered posted in full, and title 
ordered published by the City Council of the City of Thornton, Colorado, on 
  , 2016. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED on second and final reading on   , 2016. 
 
 CITY OF THORNTON, COLORADO 
 
 
 
   
 Heidi K. Williams, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
  
Nancy A. Vincent, City Clerk 
 
THIS ORDINANCE IS ON FILE IN THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE FOR PUBLIC 
INSPECTION. 
 
APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM: 
 
 
 
  
Gary G. Jacobson, Interim City Attorney  
 
PUBLICATION: 
 
Posted in six (6) public places after first and second readings. 
 
Published in the Northglenn-Thornton Sentinel after first reading on   , 2016, 
and after second and final reading on   , 2016. 
 


 
s:\legal\cityatty\ordinance\o&g traffic impact fee ordinance 10-5-16.doc 


 

























mailto:dilullo.amy@gmail.com
mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:amy.harris@yogapod.com
mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org
http://yogapoduniversity.com/
mailto:amy.harris@yogapodcommunity.com
tel:720.504.4269


mailto:hydrangea09@gmail.com
mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:joshuastevens2@hotmail.com
mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org
mailto:Jonathan@dlkeng.com


http://bit.ly/BCoilgas
http://bit.ly/BCoilgas
https://www.avast.com/antivirus
https://www.avast.com/antivirus


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org
mailto:sara.avery@gmail.com


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org












mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:Kathryn.Mutz@colorado.edu
http://www.oilandgasbmps.org/resources/MOU.php
mailto:kathryn.mutz@colorado.edu
mailto:rgolten@mediate.org
mailto:taberward@gmail.com
mailto:kathryn.mutz@colorado.edu














































mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org
http://www.ecowatch.com/yale-fracking-cancer-study-2063265923.html
http://www.ecowatch.com/yale-fracking-cancer-study-2063265923.html


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=wgq74h38U0ReKwE6GDWeKGTDAXoQydd1i74xfUvoyE3aMXX6%2Br9o92D1EW89fNE8Ve3IHlp2vWcFSZgPn0vfaSYd%2FBVKWVdjSzwJrw7oGZZX9FmivRWJB8sdw7iDHsEvmf67RUMkJiCqq%2Fho9JD1ZNbj0e1g7RfuHB2HsXajm%2Fksok2%2FpD6SI7N%2BTVU0bUS9vZ7O2DrpQvrcBMA1Wojvn57OFdMIX0n40vKFu4m5TU0%2BaX1F1FbhIBV8epe4Tz7CtDTt0n%2BFKPhYJkmzSF%2FhzcglLPx9vJGf0DMPEsOw6oMBI1SKBZMb4XWXwEj29%2BSqYPao2oOrcVXp5VggZPmIqg%3D%3D&h=203c914eba2a247652d709561ac7cae28a11ee2c-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=IGy1z9CrU0TIpdcLT06S0l5Zzf1npML44CAalgjGwEe73c2efp2QJ6XSn%2BbnYnhrkJSTgu3DMu7wcCfOWZ9wVlZl5AiH4bNpRiFpxGngi56oR3DJno2u5tzKzo5opwhtvluaSemPCC1TPIVolzPnJ%2FG%2Buqo%2BtyPTW8AitmZ8wbQAieP3Qm8qySN1%2FYI%2BDzdyjPj0%2Bx0QyVL96%2BTvS5D%2B7UBCicEFEfylhvS4M23jOt%2BPDVoM6jjvrv0la6DhuiU0EK2%2BNJYvMiA3xcMW0Kxy%2Biy8HiDTt6b9Nno5Fe1km8WcqKdRlszIgvo%2BYyYyuwCN4swS%2FayN8TJISpMvOFwY3cSVis0gQUIZZVI2ZBx5QCi1AvwAgFwz1g0UZkttYU19&h=326a7f3178de7f2b159adbe22694899cd69a1204-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=2ffS%2FYE9nAUArJKc%2BrBS3p9I87xyJYrtwdibOV0m5DsmQpUTtAXPVvAR%2BAYXLD4QaWpZLzNmLElWAvsrinzLM9OFyr4YDNHPyAbgIktrUu%2BVIcIVssGpm0pYzfrVxa08lmGQxzllsTamBP9cpW5PwJ9D7T2rZDCnzdfqscqQ%2FRwOapyzu%2FRfvWtCE4HI2hlHqZtu8EcSUe5IipE5z%2BHNKsVFjd%2BiVdxIr8dRtEDIO%2B2kgaa50CuIkv2pYNvdIasNv%2BLT5kxDjtWvS8P75RskUla8PQhpbp53FV8eUKGCV4kW14GCT9kQzoqsLqXuhpUhbI7%2FH1tjFkDnuwW1JLtqZANWKIE3Ud3BpCwoVsD5vNw%3D&h=904557e4ce59013665d5cdb820e2cdcee3964b63-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=2ffS%2FYE9nAUArJKc%2BrBS3p9I87xyJYrtwdibOV0m5DsmQpUTtAXPVvAR%2BAYXLD4QaWpZLzNmLElWAvsrinzLM9OFyr4YDNHPyAbgIktrUu%2BVIcIVssGpm0pYzfrVxa08lmGQxzllsTamBP9cpW5PwJ9D7T2rZDCnzdfqscqQ%2FRwOapyzu%2FRfvWtCE4HI2hlHqZtu8EcSUe5IipE5z%2BHNKsVFjd%2BiVdxIr8dRtEDIO%2B2kgaa50CuIkv2pYNvdIasNv%2BLT5kxDjtWvS8P75RskUla8PQhpbp53FV8eUKGCV4kW14GCT9kQzoqsLqXuhpUhbI7%2FH1tjFkDnuwW1JLtqZANWKIE3Ud3BpCwoVsD5vNw%3D&h=904557e4ce59013665d5cdb820e2cdcee3964b63-6557872334


https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=wgq74h38U0ReKwE6GDWeKGTDAXoQydd1i74xfUvoyE3aMXX6%2Br9o92D1EW89fNE8Ve3IHlp2vWcFSZgPn0vfaSYd%2FBVKWVdjSzwJrw7oGZZX9FmivRWJB8sdw7iDHsEvmf67RUMkJiCqq%2Fho9JD1ZNbj0e1g7RfuHB2HsXajm%2Fksok2%2FpD6SI7N%2BTVU0bUS9vZ7O2DrpQvrcBMA1Wojvn57OFdMIX0n40vKFu4m5TU0%2BaX1F1FbhIBV8epe4Tz7CtDTt0n%2BFKPhYJkmzSF%2FhzcglLPx9vJGf0DMPEsOw6oMBI1SKBZMb4XWXwEj29%2BSqYPao2oOrcVXp5VggZPmIqg%3D%3D&h=203c914eba2a247652d709561ac7cae28a11ee2c-6557872334
mailto:info@evensi.com
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=u6TDt3p2b4vO6%2Fuw%2BCsg9Hy3ScnPxqpdhirPN4bkUow%3D&h=11a79635337eea7c199117292ab62b188a112366-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=u6TDt3p2b4vO6%2Fuw%2BCsg9Hy3ScnPxqpdhirPN4bkUow%3D&h=11a79635337eea7c199117292ab62b188a112366-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=rVgBtGFmIs4LWsh5VnIxoQq1kxezvrtMvty0%2FCAuOXY%3D&h=36fb9b7dc55b89dde91c6a8ee41292635bae8833-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=rVgBtGFmIs4LWsh5VnIxoQq1kxezvrtMvty0%2FCAuOXY%3D&h=36fb9b7dc55b89dde91c6a8ee41292635bae8833-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=diiL3N4c11d0qEoUHOt8KZZrRGatEGgOIU5D1DCDuUk%3D&h=a019420af7ad0907179ff6d30982c2f093dfc46b-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=bf1panrYvP71CfzEEpqLKKtONkZ5HT3BJGiAnl2AEyiimiUxsTTFdjUtj%2BTPK1lLBLYnDSjMWyPGVxDckbHa0l76bjejr6V1%2Fo%2FUIaOSA2m3QX6grS2wbc1%2FUgJjSmnTZdVM9WZvPmnCy3K3teNvafhDDeyOgjBp2WtRKWQdpDNdmiHnnrQ3rl%2Bl0ekkwjdVO98F9%2BdFKkRKVoFgdb%2BTTrJPOYytQwH9XaU1osJ0%2BCl9Px5TCgbDgHW%2BVj1XA79xnZeOZqi%2BMG9t8tHOq%2B%2FJjglkXP6gGxU8XGn%2Fz6yJ5i1%2FDNfd64Hchibr%2B3eSIYGF6XiHSaHelMYzy1Kf4hyoLEUEOvUpGkBjHY9ZFtdkOXE%3D&h=cf6964308df8fcea33fda42178cc91ba5015a9c9-6557872334
https://via.intercom-mail-100.com/e?ob=xbKVY6TXX34iJuPNpr%2F6Rmwy4I%2B7Fuk0sXoU4xgKZ%2FA%3D&h=72b48d4d0c7f1c8f7cf6f35b4b04c771807e9d85-6557872334


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org
mailto:Eric@Accentrr.com
http://www.accentregroup.com/


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


mailto:oilgascomment@bouldercounty.org


Blues

65.9578



